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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on sale in 
this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in 
the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent 
by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and was 
published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-3, 5, and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Bertolini et 
al. (6,029,403). 

Bertolini et al. disclose a door module with parallel window regxdator rails (18) and a trim 
panel (19). The window regulator rails (18) can be separably fixed to the trim panel (19), as 
seen in Figure 7, The window regulator rails (18) are fastened to a part of the door, the trim 
panel (19). A Une projecting from the point where the window regulator rail (18) is attached 
to the trim panel (19) and perpendicular to the window regulator rail intersects a plane 
defined by the trim panel at a point outside of the trim panel, as seen in Attachment 1 of the 
previous office action. The window regulator rails (18) are fixed to the door trim (19) by 
first fixture features at a lower portion of the rails (18). The window regulator rails (18) are 
fixed to a structural part of the door, the door trim (19), by second fixture features at an 
upper portion of the rails (18). In reference to claim 2, the window regulator raUs (1 8) may 
be attached to the door trim by clips as disclosed on lines 4-6 of colvimn 6. In reference to 
claim 3, a window regulator (5) is disclosed and the window regulator rails (1 8) are gviide 



Application/Control Number: 10/773,107 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3612 

rails. In reference to claims 5 and 6, two parallel regulator rails (18) are disclosed to be 
attached in an identical fashion resulting in a second regulator rail (18) that has a fastening 
point from which a line extends that is perpendicular to the second guide rail to intersect the 
plane defined by the trim panel (19) at a second point outside of the door trim (19). In 
reference to claim 7, the rails are attached to the ends of folds (12) of the trim panel (19), as 
disclosed on lines 38-40 of colximn 2. One of these folds (12) is located in the upper region 
of the window regulator rails (18). 

3. Claims 1, 3, 4, and 7-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 

Nishikawa et al. (6,449,907). 

Nishikawa et al. disclose a door module with a window regulator rail (R2) and a trim panel 
(P). The window regulator rail (R2) can be separably fixed to the trim panel (P). The 
window regulator rail (R2) is fastened to a part of the door, the trim panel (P). A line 
projecting from the point where the window regulator rail (R2) is attached to the trim panel 
(P) and perpendicular to the window regulator rail intersects a plane defined by the trim 
panel at a point outside of the trim panel, as seen in the Attachment of this office action. 
Figure 5 shows a first fixation feature (46) that connects a structural part of the door, the 
trim panel (P), to an intermediate portion of the window regulator rail. Figure 5 shows a 
second fixation feature (50) that connects the window regulator rail to the trim panel (P). In 
reference to claim 3, a window regxilator (Rl) is disclosed and the window regulator rail (R2) 
is a guide rail. In reference to claim 4, an electric window regulator control (40) is attached 
to the trim panel (P) and has wires that connect it to the window regulator (Rl). In 
reference to claim 7, Figure 4 shows the window regulator rail attached to the trim panel (P) 
in an upper region of the window regulator rail (R2). In reference to claim 8, a second 
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fastening point is located on the lower region of the window regulator rail (R2) where the rail 
(R2) is connected to the trim panel (P). In reference to claims 9 and 10, a lock (33) and a 
door handle (30) are detachably mounted to the trim panel (P). The door handle (30) 
actuates the lock (33). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for aU obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

5. Claims 4 and 6 are rejected xmder 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being impatentable over Bertolini et al. 
(6,029,403) in view of Nishikawa et al. (6,449,907). 

Bertolini et al. do not disclose an electrical window regulator control mounted on the trim 
panel. 

Nishikawa et al. teaches the mounting of an electrical window regulator control (40) to a trim 
panel (P) such that it can be connected to the window regulator (Rl) by cables. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to mount an electrical window regulator control on the trim panel of Bertolini et al, as 
taught by Nishikawa et al., and connect it to the window regulator of Bertolini et al. to 
provide a passenger the ability to control the movement of the window. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 11-15 are allowed. 
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7. Claims 16 and 17 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 12/8/2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The applicant has argued that Bertolini et al. do not disclose a window regulator rail 
fixed to a door trim and fixed to a structural part of the door. The examiner disagrees with this 
argument since the claims do not specify what constitutes a "door trim" or a "structural part of the 
door". Due to this, the term "door trim" is read broadly to mean a panel that is attached to the 
passenger compartment side of a door shell or door frame, and the term "structural part of the 
door" is read broadly to mean a part of the door that provides support. Element (19) of Bertonli et 
al. is a panel that is attached to the passenger compartment side of a door shell. Element (19) of 
Bertolini et al. is a part of the door and provides support to the window regulator rail. Element (19) 
meets the claim language for the "door trim" and the "structural part of the door". The applicant 
has argued that claim 1 requires the door trim and structural part of the door to be separate 
components. The examiner disagrees since no limitation in claim 1 recites that the "door trim" and 
"structural part" must be separate components or that the term door trim cannot be used to refer to 
a structural part. 

9. The applicant has presented a similar argument in response to the application of Nishikawa 
et al. (6,449,907). The examiner believes that element (P) meets the limitations of the terms "door 
trim" and "structural part of the door", as defined above, because element (?) is attached to the 
passenger side of the door shell (D) and it is a part of the door that provides support to numerous 
components like the window regulator rail, speaker, and wiring, as seen in Figure 1. The applicant 
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has also argued that element (P) can not be a trim panel because Nishikawa et al. disclose element 
(T) to be the trim panel. Nishikawa et al. do disclose element (I) as their trim panel. However, this 
does not prevent the examiner's interpretation of Nishikawa et al. when comparing it to the 
applicant's claimed invention. As stated above, the applicant's claims do not prevent the 
interpretation of element (?) such that it reads on both the claimed "door trim" and the "structural 
part of the door". 

Conclusion 

10. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the 
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the 
THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on 
the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory 
period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier commimications from the examiner 
should be directed to Greg Blankenship whose telephone number is 571-272-6656. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Glenn Dayoan can be reached on 571-272-6659. The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 



Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for impublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact die Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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